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in your admnirable leader with which I would venture to disagree en-
tirely. Referring to the examinatioti at the Apothecaries' Hall in the
future, you say "That examination must be on the highest level
necessary for the admission of fully qualified general practitioners."
Now it appears to me that the examination ought to be on the lowest
level and not the highest. What is the highest level necessary ? I
suppose the level of our University examinations continues to rise
every year; at any rate it is certain that the standard required of
them is very much higher now than it was twenty years ago. The
Apothecaries' Society would certainly meet with the fate of the frog in
AEiop's Fables, if it tried to fix its standard at their level. Why are
our out-patient rooms so crowded? Why is there so much counter
and unqualified practice going on ? I believe it is because the action
of all the leading powers (including the General Council) has of late
years tended to keep out of the profession those to whom alone it
would have been worth while to practise amongst the poor of our
large cities. If the General Council will take care that no one gets his
licence at the Hall who is not safe to practise, and further that no one
who is safe to practise is rejected-that is, take care that the standard
is not made any higher than is absolutely necessary to secure the mini-
mum knowledge on the part of the candidates, it would be a real
service to the public. It appears to me that if a man can show that
he is safe to practise, there ought to be some place where he will not
be rejected ; it ought to be the business of the General Council to take
care that an examination is held and so conducted that no one who is
safe to practise should be rejected.

I approve of the action of the two Colleges, but not on the grounds
given by Sir Dyce Duckworth, whose views are almost as objection-
able as those of Professor Struthers, and I trust that the Hall will
continue to have a separate existence somewhat on the lines I have
indicated.-I am, etc., F_. R. C. P.

DEGREES FOR LONDON MEDICAL STUDENTS.
SIR,-It was with the greatest surprise that I saw a letter of Dr.

Mears in the JOURNAL of May 7th had been unnoticed. It contained
statements which, if correct, will prove how utterly unreliable are
general impressions.
A Scotch M. D. has in the past not been looked upon as an excep-

tionally distinguished member of our profession, nor as a rara avis in
the country generally; and yet, according to Dr. Mears, they should
be just as excep;ional as those of London, being produced at the same
rate per cent. I do not dispute the fact, though I hope some one
more able than myself at statistics may be able to do so;
but, as a London man, I do distinctly assert that an M.D.London was
looked upon as an exceptional prodigy, and not to be found certainly
at every street-corner in general practice.
Now in the North-and I am only speakina, of course, locally and

from local knowledge-Scotch NI. D.'s are almost the rule. I find, as
a matter of fact, that amongst the 316 members of the North of Eng-
land Branch we have, M. B.'s and M.D.'s together, 148. Certainly
they are over 4 per cent. in this part of the kingdom.
He omits to mention what I think would be particularly interesting

at the present juncture-the number of qualified London men attend-
ing Newcastle Infirmary with a view to taking the M.D. degree at
Durham.
No doubt considerable opposition will be met with from the northern

schools at the prospect of the justice which has now some chance of
being meted out to London students; and I think the more the matter
is sifted the stronger will be their case; and I cannot help feeling
that this very moderate percentage suggested by Dr. Mears will be
somewhat increased by a more careful investigation.
The idea of London underselling the North in the matter of medical

degrees must be meant for a joke.-I am, etc.
NORTH COUNTRY PRACTITIONER.

THE PROVINCIXL SCHOOLS AND THE NEW DEGREE FOR
LONDON MIEDICAL STUDENTS ONLY.

SIR,-The controversy as to whether the Royal Colleges should
have the power to grant degrees to their licentiates has gradually
been converted into an entirely different question-namely, the grant-
ing of degrees to London medical students. I hope that this change
in the nomenclature of the proposed legislation has taken place un-
consciously, and that there is no intention to debar provincial schools
from sharing with the London schools the advantages of the proposed
change. Hitherto there has been no distinction between London and
provincial students in being admitted to the examinations of the
Royal Colleges. There is no argument for granting a degree to
a London student which does not apply to a student from a provincia
school who is ready to pass the same examinations and has gon

through an identical curriculum. The University of London admits
provincial students on the same footing as London students ; then why
should the Royal Colleges wish to be more exclusive? No one has re-
cently done more for medical reform than Sir Walter Foster, M. P., and
there is no one who could advance more ably in Parliament the change
desired ; but, if the students who sit under him are not to share the
new privileges with those with whom they were formerly on the same
footing, Sir Walter Foster will only be true to the schools and to the
profession in opposing any such illiberal proposal.

I write this letter in order to obtain a clear expression of the posi-
tion of provincial students in regard to the proposed new degree.-
I am, etc., SIDNEY BARWISE.

Birmingham.

LUNACY ACTS AMENDMENT BILL.
Sin.-I regret to observe that in the amendments to the Lunacy Acts

Amendment Bill, 1887, suggested by the Parliamentary Bills Com-
mittee of the British Medical Association, no notice is taken of the
great hardship which will be inflicted by the urgency clauses upon
the friends of patients, many of whom will barely rise above the
level of the pauper class. For example, a man is attacked with acute
mania, is violent and dangerous to himself or others, and requires im-
mediate removal to an asylum. Under Section 4, the friends can re-
move the patient to the asylum upon an order in writing of a relative
accompanied by one medical certificate; but under Section 3, Sub-
section 7, they must within seven davs present a petition for a magis-
trate's order, accompanied by two medical certificates, neither of which
" shall be signed by the medical practitioner who signed the medical
certificate accompanying the urgency order." Thus the unfortunate
friends have to bear the expense of providing three medical certificates.
This is not all, however, for under Section 3, Subsection 11, should
the justice before whom the petitioner comes for his official order
" deem it necessary," he may "have the assistance of the clerk of the
petty sessional division," who "shall be entitled to the prescribed fee
to be paid by the petitioner."

Surely it is hard enough to have to pay for three medical certifi-
cates, which no reasonable person who has knowledge of these matters
believes are necessary,.without adding the fee of the county clerk.
With reference to the three medical certificates, I would urge that one
certificate obtained within, say, seven days, in addition to that ac-
companying the urgency order, together with the necessary certificate
of the medical superintendent of the asylum, would be an ample safe-
guard against any possible chance of improper detention, which, I
presume, is the intent and spirit of the Act.-I am, etc.,

T. OUTTERSON WOOD, M.D., F.R.C.P.Edin., etc.
Margaret Street, W.

THE LATE DR. WILSON FOX.
Srp,-As a grateful friend and admirer of the late Dr. Wilson Fox,

I am anxious to be allowed -to suggest a form of memorial which
might, I think, be agreeable to his family as well as highly consonant
with his own life and aims.

It is understood that he left behind him, all but ready for publica-
tion, a most valuable and exhaustive work on an important branch of
medical science. Such a work, the product of many years' labour, is
at once costly to publish, and unlikely to bring any pecuniary return.
Would it not be a suitable and graceful way of commemorating our
dear and honoured friend if those who mourn his loss combined to
raise the sum-its amount could easily be ascertained-which is re-
quired to bring his magnum opus before the world, without cost or
trouble to those whom he has left behind t

I withhold my name, which is immaterial, and beg to subscribe
myself, ONE WHO OWED MUCH TO WILSoN Fox.

THE BROWN DEFENCE FUND.
Srp,-We, the undersigned, crave your permission for a few re-

marks in connection with the above case. Having allowed a fair.
time to elapse since attention was called to the matter by the letter of
Drs. Barnes and Broadbent.and Mr. Sydney Jones, in the JOURNAL of
April 23rd, and finding only an inconsiderable response to the appeal,
we think we might invite further notice of the case. Up to the pre-
sent date but £20 9s. 6d. has been received, which goes a short way
indeed towards defraying the law costs, amounting to over £160.

Mr, Brown being personally known to us, we believe we can confi-
dently state that he became involved in the matter through no indis-
cretion or imprudence on his part. Indeed, his position was one in
which any member of our profession might find himself at any
mnoment; and as he. can but ill afford to be at such a be-iotis loss, we


